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REMARKS 

In the Office Action dated December 9, 2010, the Examiner rejects claim 8 
under 35 U.S.C. § 3 12; rejects claims 23-28, 31 and 33 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b); and rejects 
claims 1.-1:1, J 3-1 8 and 20-22 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). With this Amendment, Applicant has 
amended claims s 3, 12, 23, 30, and 32. After entry of this Amendment, claims 1-18 and 10- 
13 remain pend nh< lion. I idemtion ! ! ! etuk 1 i 

respectfully requested, 

fhe Appln 0 ban the Examine! & courtesies cx nd< < 
the telephonic interview conducted on March 4, 2010. During the Interview, the various cited 

e CO >k} i u <. h > i s U i bl iK ^< !K1 

was reached. Examiner Leo indicated that he would consider claim amendments. 
Drawing Objection and Rejections under 35 U.S.C, § 1 12 first paragraph 

The drawings have been objected to and claim 8 has been rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph as failing to comply with the written description requirement. 
Claim 8 has been amended by this action, h is submitted that claim 8 as amended now 
comports with the written description requirement. 
Allowable Subject Matter 

The Examiner indicates thai the subject tranter of claims 30 and 32 would be 
ibk I ewn'u independent form to contait I iimi do < id in tl base iaim 
and any intervening claims. Claims 30 and 32 have been so amended. 
Rejections under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) 

The Examiner rejects claims 23-28, 3 i and 33 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Cross, 'fhe Examiner contends that the the Gross reference discloses am 
dot uiisi, I t i \ a m i > k i I lit 

elativel i 1 tie { c o tc.i ber l<5 nd an elongated cove ie first c ik i t 

and flexible c nduSt >ve> End 1 diel, si they are coaxi 

Clu i 2 as i i mc < ^ fh pplican vens c h in cla.in 
23 is clir< ed to an asss 1 nm d temperature cowrt hi laid < bin 's >k 
condnd conveying fluid in a feud conveying u t n 'The assembly includes a) at! 
elan te flexible cove* >) a least one E narc < trok it tps of opposed 

walls with one of said walls disposed proxi «c to fhe subjec c hf d the oi tl pan 
dtsp sed a soared mst.mce therefrom and a relatively rigid imiu rib extondme a ong 
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substantially the length of said temperature control conduit, said temperature control conduit 

d within said cover and con w < n iperature control fl i n < 
temperature control fluid direction; and c) a releasable fastener to hold said cover around said 
i i hi n ! l ! 1 i ' ! i t u- he . tUi. su " s.at'r>n witi 

ud subj nd the temp onfroi fluid c >n and the sui }e<. I k 

conveying direction are parallel to each other. 

The Gross reference lacks any leaching or suggestion of at least one 
temperature control conduit having a pair of opposed walls with one of said walls disposed 
p'o\mi,U ihvu |a k i! i Mho I t < x tu t ispowd < ^ (t <Uu)ce t ttithnm 
and a relatively rigid inner rib extending along substantially die length of said temperature 
control conduit as well as a releasal.de fastener. The Gross reference lacks any teaching or 
suggestion of this structure. 

The Applicant's invention as set forth in claim 23 is directed to a device in 
which tl nor holding th i i 1 c < Gross reference 

la< 1 an) teaching or sug esuon of releas i ie fasteners. 

Claims 24-29, 3 1 , and 33 depend from claim 23 to contain all of the 
limitations found in claim 23. Claims 24-29, 31, and 33 are not taught, anticipated or 
rendered obvious by reason of this dependency; 
Rejections under 35 IJ.S.C. §1 03(a). 

The Examiner rejects claims .1-11,1 34.8, and 20-22 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) 
as being unpatentable over Boling in view of Williams. The rationale for this rejection is 
found .in the Office Action, at pages 4-6, 

i'he Boh g reference teachc dt ce that i em tse east a urn urn 
\\ iHi no \ i , i f ht < Unit ill Ov m e o> ! h o i 

til > i i . ' j levies ing a first con h !< elongated I p ire 

I co igated c Id e tempc sturet o oh oust ns t ich Ml 

eornmu ieat < u w ilh l\ e j >(■ oikL s o ana 1 }s bee , icikk H it. ^ ci u < I the 
cover has an outwardly oriented surface and an opposed inwardly oriented surface disposed 
radially inward thereof with the outwardly oriented surface of the cover in radial spaced 
relationship to the first conduit and defining a cavity spaced between the cover and the first 
conduit such that the flexible elongated conduit is positioned in said cavity. 

Claims 2, 1 o4 I. and la- t depend from vis I to >. n all id" die 
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limitations found therein. By (his dependency, it is submitted that the Applicant's invention 
s e i i it! ims 2 6< 8 > 13-K no i j ) et s n ! \ \ \ 

the cited references for the reasons discussed previously in conjunction with claim 1. 

The invention set forth is? claim 3 further specifies that the temperature control 
ondun > ' j ! > m »i m*J ni o 11 vis m t> e m tin 

con igu! ation hf-cd h Bold i g 

1 he Applicant's invention as set forth in claim 17 is directed to an elongated 
conduit for the transmission of temperature control fluids that includes 1) a flexible fluid-tight 
polymeric wall and 2} an axialiy and radially inwardly extending rib. The flexible fluid tight 
iMiumkv I U am in h nt u * > I t I i c m \ si ' nurdes-, 

(II?. and ic), One wall member (lb) lias a convex outer surface unci an opposed wall member 
(Se) has a concave outer surface such that the opposed wad surfaces define an interna! 
cba cl vis no; cu! r as sec! a The axiali i rad wardly c> < ing i 1 
Is more rigid than the wall. 

The Bohling reference discloses a conduit that is encased in cast aluminum. 
Thus the reference directs the skilled artisan away from the use of a polymeric material in this 
application, The Williams reference is non-analogous art, The reference Is directed to a non- 
-tee fibc tx rforccd spool e t r use hi various .heavy duty operations. 

Claims 18 and 20-22 depend from claim 17 to contain ail of the limitations 
found therein. By dependency. It is submitted that the Applicant's invention as set forth in 
claims 1 8 and 2' I i ght i \ <. J ; k I c >y th ted refercm 

< lain 2 . eje< ed : et ; ^ PS,! 03(a) s bein u patentable vet 
Bold n vi ofWilliai nd Sullivan Claim 1 2 depend nn claii I to contain all of 
the limitations found therein. Additionally, claim 12 has been amended to specify that the 

dt CS i!i ill I s 1 Hi j Pi U it l,i I I I < i r ! ! gU f \ Mi! 

\ dv. ^ no nunuii n\nin t > ouml \\ sat! d I 

il i <. ikIIi d i (b m\ s viH | i i s in luNsnbimtuu 

thai the cite*. rcnee 1 o s h < , 5 scst dements 

Conclusion 

is submitted that this Amendment h it has , « \ppli ion as 

o i i fib 'i t M > ' 1 t s\ a,, that this Ame m m 
does not add any new suhpa matter to the application. Rcconsideiation oi die Application as 
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t i tided srequc ! is respectf y submitted th his A ncndm nip ic< i. 
\pplieaii i t e condition for allowj e; notice of v. e<j) $te< 

IT tht Examiner fl bat prose ition can be 

expedited ?ywa\ fan f.'xamins ;ndme the i nine 5 cd to con ict thi 
■Oil x\ at the tdep s nt ml ei lis! - eiov 

Rf si euk < '< 1 me ! 
YOUNG BASH.H 
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